7.8, Fish and Wilildlife Service
1312 Fairlane Road
Yreka, CA $8007

22 March 1988

FROM: Ron Iverson

TG: Zlamath Fishery Management Council

SUBJECT: Draft Minutes, Meeting of 3 Marcn 1888, Eureksa
Czlifornia

Attached for your review are minutes of the Eureka nmeeting, zlong
with severazl documents handed oul at the meeting. 30 that vou

Zon't have to slog through all the minutes to find ocut what was
decided, I have followsd each motlion passed. assignment made, or

other decision peint with a line of asterisks.

Ron Iverson
Recording Secretary



PROCEEDINGCE OF THE MEETING HELD 2 MARCH 1928 IN EURERA,
£
bt

Approval of Minutes and Agends The meeting was convened at $:00
a.m. Dy Chalrman Bob Fletcher. with a guorum present {see
attendance roster, Attachment 1). Minutes of the CQotober 29
meeting were approved with no changes. The March 3 agenda was
amended to Include a report from Jim Martin on special late
ciiinock salmon fisheries on the southern Orsgon coast in 1%937.
Kelith Wilkinson asked that the record show that, although P.L.85~
552 calls fTor representation on the Elamath Fisheryv Management
Council (The Council}) only from the commercial part of the COregon
salmon fishery, he will attempt to represent both sport and
commercial fisheries.

Results of Late-Season Chinook Fisheries in Oregon (Jim Marti
Jim summarized results of ocean terminal fisheries near the E
znd Chetco Rivers., Both fisheries targeted hatcherv runs of fall
chinook salnmon. n 1886, neither fishery produced any tags of
¥lamath origin. In 1987, sampling of about two-thirds of 2795
chinoock harvested off the Elk River -mostly in a commercial troll
fishery lasting Iinto November- vielded 478 tags...mostly from the
Eik River hatchery. No Hlamath tags were recovered. O0ff the
Chetco, a sport fishery in October caught 1134 chinook, from
which 40 tags were recovered by intensive (>380%) sampling. ¢f
those, two tags were of Klamath origin: one spring chinock, one
fail chinook. Some Sacramento and Rogue tags were also recovered.

Jim concluded from these records that late-sezson terminal
fisheries in Oregon have little impact on Hlamath stocks. This
is not true., however, for the large troll fisherv operating from
Coos Bay. whilch continued througn Cctober 1887. That fishery took
many Klamath chinook zfter September 1. Presumably these were
mestly immature three-yeasr-olds, plus scome legal-size two-year-
olds.

Jim distributed a propesal to use Klameth Restoration Progran
funds to continue z long-established monitoring of the Rogus
River fall chinook run. Previous sources of funds for this

-

effort are no longer available, and Jim argued that its
continuance is critical for management of Xlamath chincok stocks,
hecause none of the three principal stocks (Rogue, Klamath, and
Sacramento) intermingled in the northern California/southern
Oregon ocean fishery can be praperly managed without information
on the other two stocks. Jim said that Cregon will provide the

non-Federal matching funds.

The Technical Advisory Team was reguested to r
proposal and report back to the Council at the ne

Iverson was reguested to seek an opinion as *to whether funds
appropriated for the Klamath Restorztion Program may be expended
for projects located outside the Klamath Basin.

eview Qregon's
xt meeting. Ron
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HEeport of the Technical Advisory Team {(Steve Cramer] Steve
distributed a set of documents pertaining to 19587 and 1988
chinook harvests (Attachment 2). Referring to the first table,
summarizing 1987 chinook landings in the ¥lamath Management Zone
(EMZ), Steve recalled that the Pacific Fi hery Management Council
(PFMC} approved an ocean harvest of 200,000 adult chinook in the

EMZ from ! September 1986 through 1 Septenber 1987, The actusl
harvest was 173,603, the difference owing mostly to early closure
of the HMI troll fishery bhecause of suspected strong harvests of
Tlamath-origin fish in adjacent ocean areas.

Steve then discussed the graph of ocean chinook harvest in the
LMD from 1952 to 1987. He pointed out the marked decline in the
commercial troll catch since 1982, and a smaller hut significant

increase in the sport caich over the same time period.

The next Team exhibit compares actual ocean harvests of Hlamath-
rigin fish with hypothetical harvests that would have me* the
narvest rate targets of the five-vear agreement. Hypothetical
harvests were derived by multiplying postseason estimates of
narvestable ocean stock by agreed-upon harvest rates, The
comparison shows that actual harvest ezxcesded hypothetical
narvest by 69% in 1986, and 65% in 14837, In 18386, the
aypothetical ocean harvest would have spared about 128,000 3
4-year-old chincok, a large portion of which would-theoreticall
have been added to an inriver run which produced the large
spawning escapement of recent record. It was alsoc noted that the
"allowable” ocean harvest would have been reached even if no fish
at all had been caught in the IMT. Jim Martin pointed aut that
inriver fisheries took considerably less +than their intended
share of the true stock sizes in 1886 and 1987, and the target of
35% of adult chinook being spared as spawning escapement was not
met in either vear.

The graph on page ¢ of the Team exhibit indicates that actual
narvest rates of fully-vulnerable 4-vear-old chinook exceeded
rates allowable under the five-year agreement in both 1986 and
1287,

The bar graphs on pages 6 and 7 of the Team exhibit indicate t}
the entire allowable ocean harvest of Klamath-origin fish was
taken by fisheries in the Fort Bragg and Coos Bay areas,

The table on page 7 of the Team exhibit analvzes the inriver run
of Klamath fall chinook for the 10 recent vears of detailed
information. Inriver runs in 1986 and 1987 were notably larger
than previous runs in the ten-vyear period. The 1983 vear class
was the main contributor fto the 1986 and 1987 refturns, even
though spawning escapement in 1983 was far below the forner
target of 115,000 adult fish. Discussion of this apparen
abberration in stock/recruitment relaticnship included the
following points: Steve Cramer noted that ocean conditions warsa
apparently very good for chinook of the 1982 brood, because this
brood has produced strong returns in several watersheds beslides

t
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the Hlamath, LB Boydstun attributed most of the large Hlamath
stock sizes In 1986 and 1987 to hatchery production-possibly as
much as two-~-thirds £ the tocks. Natural spawning runs to
Xlamath tributaries -~Shasta, cott, and Salmon~wers un sonewhal
out not o the extent seen in returns to hatcheries and returns
to hatchery-influenced tributaries Ilike Bogus Creek and Trinity
River. Jim Martin commented that the # are many factors which
may limit the restoration of Xlam chinook stocks, but it
appezars that at least one of those factors the low nunbers of
smawning fish which until 1388 seemed to be a chronic problem -
is beling alleviated.

ﬁ%
rJa et

Page 8 of the Team exhibit Illustrates the recent Iimprovement in
inriver run size and spawning escapement.

Information on page 8 of the Team exhibit shows that preseason
underestimation of Hlamath stock size caused the Iinriver gillanet
narvest to be held to levels below harvests allowable under the
five-yvear agreement.

Graphs on pages 10 and 11 of the Team exhibit indicate that
projected ocean stock size Iin 1988 includes a rather small number
of S-year-old fish and a fairly strong 4-vyear-old component.

Page 12 of the Team exhibit tabulates allowable landings,
cbtained by multiplyving projected age group stock sizes by
agreed-upon harvest rates. Steve saild the Team feels these
numbers are more accurate Than for previous vears because returns
from the 1933 brood year greatly strengthened the rsgression
coefficients for relationships between age groups {pages 10 and
11, Team exhiblt) on winich stock size projections are based,

Turning to Team concerns stated on page 13 of thelr exhibit,
Steve sald the Team will present the Council with a detailed plan
for real-time, inseason monitoring of occean harvest. The plan
will consider increased marking, increased port sampling effort,
and use of genetic stock icdentification. The plan for increased
marking will be on the order of a doubling of coded-wire tagging
effort. The second Team concern, the need to analvze the Xlamath
cnincok population as three groups with different survival and
maturation rates, will be addressed by Californiz Department of
Fish and Game.

Steve described the enhanced model, the Harvest Rate Model (HI

used by the Team to calculate allowable harvests 1938. Inp
to the model include: (1) projected age-specif ocean stock
size, based on regr ession of age 3 ocean stock Sl estimates on
estimates of Inriver run size of age 2 fish in the preceding
vear, and on ccr»asp nding regressions for ocean abundance of age
and age & fish on inriver runs of vear-younger fish in the
revious vyear; (11 scaling factors for expected abundance of
major nen-Xlamath SLDC&S {iil) Contribution rates of Hlanmath
chinocok, based on contribution rates in 1886 and 1987. Qutputs
of the model are expecgeé landings by month, zort, and age group
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{3 or 4}, over a bilological vear from Sepltenber @ to August 51,
The Team provided estimates of 1988 ocean landings of age 2 and
age 4 chinook for six management options (Attachment i, but 4did
Aot recommend any option. All options that met the reculrensnts
of the five-year agreement assumed no commercial fishery in the
-

Discusslon of the Harvest Rate Model centered on uss of +he
relatively h;g% ilamath cc&tr bution rates of 19386 and 1337.
Seme Council menbers Ffelt the 1985 contrimuaicn rate, witi
commercial fis h ng closed in the HMZ, Id be a better model of
the restricted fisheries that are l:xely for 1888,

Development of Proposed Chinook Harvest Regulations (Tletcher)

It was agreed that the Xlamath Council would refrain from makling
recommendations on season-shaping or allocation of catch betwesn
ocean fisheries, and would concentrate on “ecommendqﬁg a level of
total ocean harvest of Klamath chinook that will honor the five-
year agreement., To satisfy guestions about the nmodel, the
Technical Team was asked %o use it to back-calculate harvests of
1985 aﬁé aa“liew yea¢$.

Heith Wilkinson provided a statement for the record {(Attachment
L expr@ss¢ng reservations about the fairness of the five-vear
agreement 17 high rates of Hlamath contribution to the ocean
chincok harvest are to be substituted for lower rates assuned
earlier.

The Technical Team was asked about their confidence in stock and
harvest projecticns, given the underestimates of ocean sfock siz

in 1286 and 1%87. Steve Cramer noted that data points for <the
1982 vear class have greatly improved the regression eguations on
which stock size projections are based. Jim Martin said he feels
the projections of stock size for age 3 and age 4 Hlamath chincolk
are re1ag1vely relizble, but information on other wvariables that
ffect Klamath contribution rate, principally strength of other
“1?0 k stocks and distribution of Xlamath fish along the coast,
is less reliable.

ue Masten and Lisle Reed expressed concern that some kind of
tingency plan be in effect for 1988, stating how ocean
vests would be managed to honor the five-year agreement, and,
icularly, how an overharvest of 3-vear-old fish would be
ed. Nat Bingham anticipated that set-asides within *the

gquota might be used, Nat recalled that trollers drew
1Tlon to apparent overharvest during the 1987 season,
cating thelr good-faith intent tc abide by the flve-vesr
ement.

Smith moved to endorse the projections of ocean abundance
and allowable harvest (9C,900) of 3-and d=-yaar-old Klamath
chinock for the 1988 bioclogical vear. After considerable further
ciscussion, the moticn passed by consensus.
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Comment ZBeveral commer C¢m¢
ness of &w“tai1i1g the froll

fisheries in adjacent areas we rained and :1a@agh
cks were abundant. There were comments that repeated
constraints In the EMZ will cause a movement of boats to outside
ports, and that EMI fishers are not getting & falr return on the
contributions thevy have made to restorztion of +*he Ylamath
through the Salmon Stamp assessmnent,

s
T
ot
Jobe
I3

shermen commented on the
zgon in the IMIZ in 13837,
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Tom Richardson saild & reliable sport season is needed in the IMI,
preferably with an earlier opening.

Dave Bitts recalled that the original Xlamath technical teanm set
out, In 1985, to get accurate preseasocon estimates of ocean stock
size and contribution rate for Klamath chinock. Those have not
been achieved to date and he predicted they will not be achieved
for 1988. A third original objective was to identify the

productivity and stock/recruit relationship of Klamath chinook,

ctivity
and +ittle progress has been made on this.

Hi I~'

Scott Boley attributed part of the high 1987 Ccos Bay catch of
Klamath chinook to management by Oregon to shift effort from
scarce cono stocks to chincok. In 19838, coho will bHe nore
abundant.

repesed Chinook Harvest Regulations (Continued) Mel Odemar
eviewed results of meetings of iariver und ocean narvesters. The
crmula for allocation between Inriver gillnet and sport
isheries is unchanged from last year. Similarly, the ocean
harvester agreement on sport season length and a 40,00C-fish set~
aside for the EMIZI sport fishery remain as in 1887. Thers was
discussion as to the impact of the set-aside on length of the
ocean sport season. If the Commerce Depariment adopts it as a
guota,. the season could be shortened., Bob Havdesn commented that a
gport season from the week before Memorial Day through Labor Dav
should be considered & given and not subject to annual
renegotiation.

H\ ‘t“h *“S "U

b Fletcher noted the c~i-1ual need for more ocean harvest data

anage salmon fisherie at a time when Naticnal Marine
heries Service budgets for that purpose are being cut. 3ab
1 report to the Council scon on whether scome of those cuts can
be made up with State of Califcornia funds. Jim Martin said that
ocean harvest management in Cregon will be ilmpacted by Federal
cuts. CDFW Director Fisher has written to the Oregon
congrassional delegation asking for help in this area. Discussion
ensued as to appropriate state and Federal roles in getting
fishery management information.
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ne inrviver harvest allocation agreement, formally signed by

rvesters, was endorsed by the Council by consensus. The
agreement will be conveyed to the California Fish and Game
Commission by Bob Fletcher, and to the Bureau of Indian Affairs
by Harole Overberg. Ocean harvesters did not formalize their
agreemen
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Lyle Marshall asked whether the inriver harvest allocation would
be revised upward if the estimate of ocean siock size is

increased, Bob Fletcher replied that would be done.

The Technical Team provided results of model runs for 1988 and
prior years. Accuracy was low, as expected, but the Team saw no
gvidence of bias in the hindcast estimates.

Gary Smith summarized Items the Klamath Council should convey to
the PFMC. These were sent out on March 7 {Attachment 5.

Other 0ld Business Klamath Council operating procedures, as
revised by Gary Smith, were distributed for review by the Council
and action at the next meesting.

1"4-4*&*‘&(?-(k*"-’i-‘lk******K*’43?3&"23‘?‘:%***&**‘***##k‘*—ﬁ-’(*#x**‘kd***ﬁk*‘éﬁ“!k%*:ﬁc*i’k*

Discussion of WNext Meeting Bob Fletcher suggested a June meeting
in conjunction with the June 1 meeting of the Xlamath Taslk Force
scneduled for Eureka. He recommended the following agenda items:

-Role of the XFMC in the harvest management ohrocess

~Beview of draft operating procedures

-Report from the Technical Advisory Team, which is
scheduled to meet in June. The report will include early
information on 1988 fisheries.

Mel Odemar asked that information needs of the Council be made
known to the Hlamath Task Force, s0 those needs can be considersd
in Task Force planning and budgeting. Bob Fletcher indicated that
will e done when the Technical Team formally transmits their
concerns and datz neseds to the Council.

Bob Fletcher said he will inform the Council as soon as possible
of the ocutlock for funding of ocean harvest data-gathering, and
harvest management options being considered by PFMC for Hlamath
chinook.

f“!":**k“!‘-f“:‘(*«’%k*kx*****ﬂél******kxkk*****#*#****‘k*‘k*%<=‘:‘f<(<y“‘=***k"4‘k=‘=#’<=‘<
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Nat Bingham
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Bob Fletcher
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Jim Marshall
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Gary Smith
Keith Wilkinson
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Larry Six

Tom Richardson
Yarole D. Overberg
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Howard Davidson
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SHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL
MEETING DF 2 MARCH 3, 1988
REPRESENTING

California commerical salmon fishing industry

In-river sportfishing community
California Department of Fish and Game
Offshore recreational fishervy

Hoopz Indian Tribe

Oregon Department of Fish and Gane
Non-Hoopa Indians

Department of Interior

Pacific Fishery Management Council
National Marine Fisheries Service

Cregon commercial salmon fishing industyy

REPRESENTING

P.F.M.C.
Sounds of
BIA

the Sea RV Park

WoE.

C.A.R.E.

Commercial fishermen in closed area
KIEM~TV News

Times-Standard

Sports fishing interests
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ATTACHMENT 2

Klamath River Fishery Management Council

Meeting of March 2, 1988
Eureka, California

Team Exhibits a/

Summary of 1987 chinook landings and sport effort in the
KMZ.,

Ccean chinook harvest from the ¥KMZ, 1952-~1987. (California
commercial harvest for 1952-~1985 and Oregon commercial
harvest for 1952-1979 are by port of landing while all
other harvest is by area of catch from Point Delgada to
Cape Blance.)

Estimates of Klamath River fall chinook landings in 1986
and 1987 ocean fisheries and comparison of actual landings
with the landing levels of the KFMC agreements. {Allowable
harvest levels based on postseason estimates of age-
specific ocean population sizes.)

Ocean harvest rates of Klamath River fall chinook,
1980-1987, and the harvest rate agreement of the KFMC for
1986 and 1987. :

Ccean landings estimate of Klamath River fall chinocck by
area or fishery, 1986,

Ocean landings estimates of Klamath River fall chinecok by
area or fishery 1987 season.

Klamath River adult inriver fall chinook run size, spawning
escapement, sport catch, and Indian net harvest in numbers
and percent of the total inriver run size, 1978-1987,
Klamath River adult fall-run chinook salmon inriver and
spawning escapements, 1978-1987.

Summary of Klamath River inriver quotas and landings in
numbers of fall-run chinocok adults, 1987 season.

Linear regression of ocean age 3 on inriver age~2 Klamath
River fall chinook of the same cohort, 1977-1984 broods.
Linear regression of ocean age 4 on inriver age-3 Klamath
River fall chinook of the same cohort, 1977-1983 broods.
Allowable landings of Klamath River fall-run chinook
including projected spawning escapements by age class, 1988
season.

Team concerns,

.

a/ All of the tables and figures in this package were reproduced
from PFMC reports..
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fatimatns of Klamath Biver fall c¢hinook landings in 586 and 1987
T - aeean Flaheriszs and comparison of actual lzndings wit. the landling

levels of the KFMC agreesments. (Allowable harvest lovels b};&cd o

postseasaon catinates of age- apecifie scean population sizesa.)

Landings (pumbera of tish}

3. 3 xrug Poatsaawn/ 3
Qoean Arzas Stock Age Poatsesson ﬂgrccmentbf Agreement
. ;-i‘. 1986 seasoN
oz 3 - o 52,220 . -
> & 7o T & 188 - - -
Subtotal 6, ko8 - -
Outside Areas 3 231,016 - -
F 28,307 - -
Subtotal 257,323 - -
ALl 1 285,236 165.015(0.246) ﬁ 1.73
3 28, 495 21,.178(0.350) 1.38
) Total 313,731 186,189 1.69
1987 SEASON
EMZ 3 25,991 - -
5 _ 26,944 - -
Subtotal 52,935 - -
Cutside Areas 3 117,924 - : -
4 114,343 _ - _ -
= - . . Subtotal 232,267 - ) -
- ALl ) P 3 183,915 B0, 995(0.229) - 1.78
. : ‘ 4 : 141,287 91,560(0.325) 1.58 LT
: Total 285,202 172,555 1.65 ' o

e o s S ke ol Ao o T W T = o e T Y S e o i o b i S AL e e T T T T T T T T e A e g0 i e ok Ak e A -

a/ Landing estimates are based on a biocloglecal year from Septexmber 1 through
August 31, and are expressed as summer equivalents; l.e., Za1} catches are

adlusted for winter natural cortallity.
3/ Harvest rate agreements &£rsz shown in parentheses (see Table 1I~-3 far occan

pcpulation size estimates).
QDAWMMM“&JW?MM
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Xismath River adult Inriver rall ehinecek runp aize, spawning excapeaent, sport
catcn, and Indian nel hacvest in numbers and percent of the total tpriver run
size. 1978-1987.

Spawning Inpiver indian fnriver -
£;cageaent ) Sport catch Het Cateh Run Size

Year Humbtrs Perssnt Huabers pepeant Humnere Faroent Husbers

1978 71,500 78 1.7700 2 18,200 20 41,300

1979 1k, 300 68 2,100 3 13,700 27 50,100

1980 28,000 83 4,500 10 412,000 27 7 54,500

1981 38,300 49 §,000 8 31,000 33 7,300

1982 52,400 6% 8,300 13 1h,500 22 &5, 200

1983 45,700 79 k,300 7 7.900 14 57.900 '
1584 23,700 52 2,100 5 18,500 43 513,300

:985“/ h4,000 T4 4,800 & 11,600 ‘ 20 ‘59:300

19&6‘/ 1hi, 300 71 16,900 ;] 25,100 13 186,300

anv“/ 129,300 65 14,500 8 53,100 27 299,609

s/ PFreliminsary.
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ausbers of fall-run
yismath River Inriver gquolss ind landings in
suanary of 24 ¥
chinook adulbs. 1987 sezson.

o

Quoks Landling
Areh e .
eramery e
wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww 4 &aebi
s/ .
t Xlazath Youth te 101 Bridge {Mils 5
jndtan Giline a
100
‘/ *
101 Bridge 0 Weltchpee (Mile 52)
£ 000
L4 5,000
Hooph SQUATE {Lower trinlty aiver}
- 59,200 3,100
subtotal
1.9 16 00
17,900 .
c tionsl Xlemath Basin
fecred 6 -
77.100 G
¥iazath Basin
Tatal

e e e ol T T

A N!ta!iﬂ the 9‘-‘11511 indlan Silln&t rithery quatl of 59-200-
=394 y o =1 < mercia shery i #
b/ cl 4 in earl Septcnher ypon I aching guois. the on 44 i rs & n thl‘ aren
* 1 -
, n “niy CDEL‘:G:C%AI tiahery in the river, Lntaled 29 oo
the ~

Estiraates of Klamath River fall chinook landings in the 1986 and 1987 Indian
gill net fishery and comparison of actuai landings with the landing levels of
‘the KFMC agreements. {Allowable harvest levels based on postseason estimates
of ocean population sizes.)

KFMC Postseason/
Season Postseason Agreement Agreement
1986 25,100 66,168 0.38
1987 53,100 .87,228 0.61

| r




THOUSANDS OF OCEAN AGE-3 FISH

700 -
.83
600 =
500
AGE 3 = 9.03(Age 2)-34.0
r? = 80 percant
400 ~
34
300 -
200 —
|
{
i
100 - 1 1988 Egtimate
82, ;
g ) Age 3 = 185.1
R i age 2 = 224.3
g ,//dyd//

20 .. 40 80 80 100

-

" THOUSANDS OF INRIVER AGE-2 FISH

Linear regression of ocesan age 3 on inriver age-2 Klamath River
fall chinock of the same cohort, 1977-1584 broods.
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Allowahle landings of Kilamath Hiver Zall-run chinool, including
projected apawning sacapeaents by #ge class, 1988 senson.

Age Area

Cians Oeenn inciver Escapement
2 7.500 No Quota 39.000
3 52,400 19,600 ] 39. 400
) 58,500 &%, 200 4z,500
5 5. 400 , 500 3, 400

i vt o 557 B

H }
Tatal i 101,900 67,300 125,300

LS U

a/ OQutput from the KFMC's harvest rate aodel uslag age-speciflc stock projections
presented in this paper.
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1)

2}

Klamath River Fishery Management Council
Meeting of March 2, 1588
Fureka, California

TEAM CONCERNS

Data demands of the KFMC are very high, and it is gquestionable whether
current sampling and tagging levels for Klamath River fall run chincok are
sufficient for the job., The need exists to develop a program plan aimed at
achieving a high level of precision in ocean and inriver estimates,
including real-time monitoring of Klamath River chincok landings in ocsan
fisheries. A letter to the KFMC will follow.

The need exists to partition the Klamath River fall chincook estimates into
their various components; i.e., hatchery fingerlings, hatchery yearlings,
naturally produced fish. This partitioning would allow the Team to use
actual maturation probabilities and harvest rates for each sub-population
of stock in back-calculating ocean population sizes., It would require a
review of available data on hatchery fish releases and returns, reliability
of CWT's for representing production releases and ocean shaker rates by
life history type. The analysis might also indicate a different harvest
rate should be used for naturally spawning Fish. CDFG should be the lead
on such an assignment; the Team would serve to review their
recommendations.




ATTACHIENT 3

- ANALYSIS OF A WIDE RANGE OF OCEAN
SALMON FISHERY REGULATION EXAMPLES FOR 1988

af Klamath River Chinook b/
Example Description Landings {ages 3 & 4)
1) 1987 regulations and actual troll and 154,700 {73,600) ¢/

2}

3)

5}

6)

calculated sport harvest levels in the KMZ
through August 31.

1987 regulations, no commercial fishery in 128.5@0 (60,800}
the KMZ through August 41.
Same as 2), but no commercial fishery in 92,800 (45,000}

the Fort Bragg area.

Same as 2}, but no commercial fishery in thé 80,500 (36,900)
Coos Bay area.

No commercial fishery in the KMZ; commercial 80,700 {35,000}
fisheries closed June in Fort Bragg and
July in Coos Bay.

No commercial fishery in the KMZ; quotas in 92,600 (47,700)
the Coog Bay and Fort Bragg commercial

fisheries at 50 percent of expected full

season landings.

a/ These options were drafted by the Klamath River Technical Team for use by

the Klamath River Fishery Management Council in developing 1988 ocean
salmon fishery regulation options. They are presented for information
only, and do not represent a Team recommendation.

The allowable total ocean harvest of ages 3 and 4} ¥lamath River fall
chinock, as per the 1988 harvest sharing agreement, 1is 9Q:QOO'summer
equivalents for the period September 1, 1987-August 31, 1988?'the allowable

harvest of age 4 fish is(E?,EOO,

Projected age 4 landings.



STATEMENT OF RKEITH WILEINBSON

support the principles of agreement this Council has
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it is now with the full realization that the new stock
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projection modelling would spell the and of the troll fishery in
the Zone. if the parametfers are correct, and would be

significantly negative to The out-of-Zone fishery.

The preblem ls that the basic agreement should remain, and be
given & full chance to succeed. However, the terms should bs re-
examined in light of the new contribution rates, if thev prove to

he valid.



ATTACHMENT 5
March 1988

Klamath Fishery Managenunnt Council
1312 Fairlane Road
Yreka, CA 96097

March 7, 1988

Mr. Larry Six, Executive Director
Pacific Fishery Management Council
Hetro Center, Suite 420

2000 SW. First Avenue

Portland, OR 97201

Dear Larry:

1 would like to convey to you the findings and recommendations reached by
the Klamath Fishery Management Management Council in their meeting on Harch 3
in Eureka, California.

The Klamath Fishery Management Council recommends that the Pacific Fishery
Management Council adopt management options for the 1988 ocean salmon season
that achieve an ocean harvest of 101,900 chinook salmon of Klamath Basin origin
for the 1988 biological year which began September 1, 1987. It further
recommends that the following criteria be used in preparing any options proposed
for managing the salmon fishery in the Klamath management zone and adjacent

management areas.

1. Options should meet all commftménts in the Klamath River Salmon
Management Long-Term Harvest Sharing Agreement.

2. Options should consider an ocean sport season from Memorial Day
through Labor Day.

3. Options should consider an inseason assessment for adjustments to
the ocean troll fishery to achieve ocean harvest limits.

4. Options should provide ocean fishermen a good-faith opportunity
to harvest their alalocation.

5. To the extent possible, options should provide fishing opportunities
in all zones.

If you would like more detailed information on the deliberations of the Klamath
Fishery Management Council, I would be happy to provide it.

Sincerely,

(Lbt ¢ Hfh

bert C. Fletcher, Chairman
Klamath Fishery Management Council

M0:rch





